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sva prakasa. It therefore differs from the sense organs
like the eye.   We can say that experience reveals the
objects like a 'pradipa' (lamp) which also reveals itself.

Objection : No such distinction can be made out
between the eye and the 'pradipa', for both reveal the
objects only by giving rise to the experience of the
objects.

Reply : This is a faulty argument for there is a dist-
inction between the eye and the 'padipa9,  Both these
again differ from knowledge.   Knowledge gives us the
apprenhension of the objects while it dispels ignorance,
The 'pradipa aloka' is different from this jnana, in so far
as the former has the praka&a only to dispel darkness' The
aloka is different from experience and its prakasa can
dispel darkness without giving rise to knowledge. But
knowledge has prakasa which not only dispels ignorance
but also gives the knowledge of the objects.  The eye does
not and cannot fulfil any of these functions, since it has
neither the nature ofjnana nor that of the aloka.

Hence experience does not require any similar experi-
ence to illumine it or reveal it. While it has prakasa it is
also the condition or cause that brings about the "prakasadi
vyavahara9 in' the object.  Just like the 'pradipaloka', it
brings about the 'prakasadi vyavahara' in the object
immediately.

Objection : The ^pradipa" is illumined by the ^aloka^
which is of the same nature as the former.  In the same
way can't we say that there is a 's^jatiya prakasa5 (illu-
mination of a like nature) for the eye because of which
the eye is able to reveal the pot ?